Dear Harold (and Gary and Jim £.): 


lay 8, 1972 


l'm sure it will not surprise any of you to see that I am still 
hopelessly tied up ± with my thesis, t. It looks like about a month more 
of work, but I have said fee that before, As you know, I haven't been 
keeping jt up on my correspondence; this is an attempt to catch up, at 
least in part. 

HaMI Harolds received your mailings of 3/1 > 3/1°. 3/29 > and 4/21. 

She same day I got the first of these, I found a far: fortune cookie (at the 
King Yen, where I had gone with Gary) saying '"You will shortly be called upon 
to decipher an important message.” Nonetheless, I will have to just skim 
your letters now. If I have missed anything, I am sure you will eventually 
remind me. 


Thanks for the info, on your Archives F of I appeals. I just got their 
reply (May 3) to my Nov. 30 appeal; all "no" or “not in our custody” except 
for the register of letters received by the ;iC (still being reviewed) and 
Jackie 's testimony, which has been declassified. The letter said the latter 
was enclosed but it wasn't. l'm not that interested in the content; it seemed 
like a good test case. The frw t fewrw letter refers to an “ongoing classification 
review" which I assume is in e connection with Nixon s executive order. 

The JD has told me nothing recently; I have written them saying that in 
30 days I T-ri.ll conclude that my adm.5uiistra.tive remedies have been exhausted. 

That is on requests dating from last July through November J 

As for the .Archives eexejsbx speed: occasionally they are fast. My not-quite- 
routine letter of March 15 got a reply dated March 27; the CD's wee were e received 
April 10. 

Re the study by Tulane History Prof. MA11 : X wrote him; he s is still 
working on the paper and suggested I write him for reprints when he has it finished, 
“within the next 6 months or a year. 

I've read and noted all the i±±x things you have sent; thanks for keeping me 
informed. Unless you insist, I won't get into a discussion with you on such 
things as what xeh Ned, Gary, et al. may have said to me. Your views are 
clear to me, and I am respecting your wishes (and those of others) on conf identiality . 

The enclosed Freak Brothers comic may be relevant. 

Dhclosed are various pages you asked me to return. On 3/13 I sent a package 
3rd class (CD 1403 and some clippings). My Feb. clipping lists are enclosed (GB£, 

JUS also); my March and April ones haven't been done yeti (That s how far ks± 
behind I am. ) For HIv and JUS s a e±x± clip on some stolen Ruby goods . Odd. 

Recent things: NET Magazine, March 1972, printed the entire collection of 
political documents from the Media FBI office, jl from Box 547, Rif ton, NY 12471) 

I haven't studied them in detail yet, but everyone should have a copyl Quite a bit 


on how to handle informants. 

Computers and Automation is reprinting the '“Sputnik" articles. Nothing there. 

About a month ago I was in LA for a jazz fEstxsE festival and spent a couple 
of days with Fred and David (separately, of course). I was pleased to see that 
Fred is researching actively; he is inxx into some interesting things. Lifton is 
still working very hard, and it is wi « difficult to tell where it will all e lead. 

I just recently found an article on the F of X a.ct in the Jan. 1972 issue ox 


TJashington Monthly . 
good article. 


There are several refernces to your cases. 

Hastily, 


A 


generally 





